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CUTHONIDAH/TERG1PEDIDAE: EMENDATIONS TO APPLICATION 

Z.N.(S.) 1044 

By Henning Lemche (Universitetets Zoologiske Museum , Copenhagen , Denmark ) 

When studying the case of the nudibranch name Limacia Muller, 1781 (Zook Dan. 
(ed. 2) 1 (Danish text): 66) 1 found foot-notes explaining the identity of two of Muller’s 
aeolidian specific names established originally in his Zool. Dan. Prodromus of 1776, 
both of which names have been treated in my application registered as Z.N.(S.) 1044. 

Doris fasciculata Muller, 1776, is, in 1781, cited as “L [imacia] fasciculata ([foot¬ 
note] d) ib. [= Zool. Dan. Prodr.] 2772”, and the foot-note runs “(d) Limax marinus 
Fors[s]k. anim. T. 26 f.5”. The last number is erroneously given as a figure number 
but is actually the number annotated to the description on page 99 of Forsskal’s* 
“Descriptiones” (of 1775) and does not refer to the figure on the table 26 of his “Icones” 
(of 1776). Gmelin’s (1791— Syst. Nat. (ed. 13) 1 : 3104) cites a Doris fasciculata with 
exactly the same reference to Forsskal. No doubt, therefore, Gmelin did not establish 
a new species but merely cited Muller’s species of 1776, i.e. both Muller’s and Gmelin’s 
fasciculata refer to Limax marinus Forsskal, now generally known as Fiona marinus 
Forsskal, 1775. As the latter name has priority, there is no need for the Commission 
to interfere by using the plenary powers. 

Similarly, Doris (acinulata Muller, 1776, is explained in 1781 to be the Limax 
tergipes of Forsskal. Gmelin, again, directly follows Muller. So, my proposal to 
exchange Eolidia despecta Johnston, 1835, for tergipes Forsskal as the name for the 
type-species of Tergipes Cuvier is supported by the new evidence, as despecta would 
otherwise have to be replaced by lacinulata Muller. Now, the change is to the taut- 
onymous name Tergipes tergipes which cannot be misunderstood. 

As the proposals to this application are to be rewritten anyway, 1 may mention 
that several collegues have expressed concern over the idea of setting aside a family 
name for the sole reason that it is founded on an atypical genus. It is feared that such 
procedures undermine priority. As I am myself feeling more and more the same way, 
I may use the opportunity to withdraw that part of the proposals concerned with the 
relative priority of tergipedidae and cuthonidae. 

The following emendations of my original proposals should therefore be made: 
Delete (1) (a) 

Delete (1) (b) (i) and (ii) 

Delete (5) (a) (i) and (ii) 

Change (5) (c) to: lacinulata Muller, 1776, as published in the Doris lacinulata (a junior 
objective synonym of Limax tergipes Forsskal, 1775) 

Change (5) (e) to: fasciculata Muller, 1776, as published in binomen Doris fasciculata, 
(a junior objective synonym of Limax marinus Forsskal, 1775) 
Change (6) (a) to: cuthoninae Odhner, 1934 (as cuthonidae) type-genus Cuthona 
Alder & Hancock, 1855. 

Change (6) (b) to: tergipedidae Bergh in Carus, 1889 (as tergipedinae) type-genus 
Tergipes Cuvier, 1805. 


* Forsskal’s name was misspelt by Neibuhr when the latter published Forsskal’s papers 
posthumously, both in the “Descriptiones Animalium ” (1775) and in the “Icones Rerum 
Naturalium” (1776). Details on the case can be found in: Carl Christensen: Naturforskeren 
Pehr Forsskal. Hagerups Forlag. Kobenhavn, 1918. Evidently, Forsskal spelt his name with 
two ss. and as his name was a Swedish one, the a was used. Only after becoming a professor in 
Copenhagen, did he sometimes use the Danish fashion of “aa” spelling instead of “a”. 
Both are pronounced the same way, a long “o”-like sound. 
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